Reviews 
ON NATIONAL SOCIALISM* 


1. Behemoth, the Biblical monster, was used by Hobbes as the title of his 
book describing “the English civil war of the seventeenth century.” It depicts 
“a non-state, a chaos, a situation of lawlessness, disorder and Anarchy” (VII). 
The Behemoth of the 20th century is the Third Reich, whose dissection Dr. 


Neumann accomplishes in his volume. 


No student of political and social trends of our time can afford to let this 
book go unnoticed. The author possesses not only an unusual knowledge of 
laws, decrees and institutions but also a complete grasp of the historical and 
ideological literature dealing with Modern Germany. His book summarizes 
in a short introductory chapter the causes for the collapse of the Weimar 
Republic. The first part discusses the “Political Patterns of National Social- 
ism,” the Totalitarian State, the Party, the leadership principle, racialism 
and the different ideologies used to justify expansion. The second part is 
devoted to the “Totalitarian Monopolistic Economy” — the organization of 
business, the power of monopolies, the methods of economic control are 
described. The third part, The New Society, investigates the ruling and the 
ruled classes, that is, the ministerial bureaucracy, the Party Hierarchy, the 
Armed. Forces, the Industrial and Agrarian Leadership as opposed to the 
Working class, the object of the different domestication techniques. The con- 
clusion states that the Nazi system is a power machine devoid of a rational 
basis and of the features necessary for a real political unity. “National 
Socialism has no political theory of its own.... the ideologies it uses or dis- 
cards are mere.... techniques of domination” (467) “.... the National 
Socialist structure is not a state....” It is “a form of society in which the 
ruling groups control the rest of the population directly without the mediation 
of that rational though coercive apparatus hitherto known as the state” (470). 
Neumann rejects the view that National Socialism is the expression of the 
German soul, the result of particular German features, a product of “eternal 
Germany.” He writes: “We have tried to show that there is no specific German 
trait responsible for aggression and imperialism but that imperialism is 
inherent in the structure of German monopolist economy, the one party 
system, the army and the bureauctacy.” (475). 


Many features of German developments and institutions are presented 
for the first time to the American student, e.g. the rise and abandonment 
of the totalitarian state in the Nazi ideology. Other parts give concise and 
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systematic summaries of often mentioned, but not always understood, doc- 
trines and methods. I hope that the chapters on Geopolitics, on the use and 
abuse of International Law, on Social Imperialism will find many attentive 
readers. They will be enlightening for those who were deceived by the use of 


humanitarian appeals, by the claims that Hitler was fighting only against 
the injustices of Versailles. 


Dr. Neumann’s book with its wealth of reliable information remains useful 


even for those who cannot accept his interpretations and_ socic-historical 
classifications, t 


The trend of Neumann’s interpretation can be observed in his statements 
on Monopoly Capitalism. Nazism appears to him as the victory of Monopoly 
Capitalism. The Monopoly Capitalists combine with the army, the bureaucracy 
and the Nazi Party, which manipulates the masses for a ruthless expan- 
sion policy. This New Imperialism is directed not only against non-European 
areas and races, but against Europe too; coming later than the Imperialism 
of the 19th century it uses the most efficient and ruthless methods and sup- 
presses all liberties at home. The Weimar Republic did not break the Mon- 
opoly Capitalism, which makes competition obsolete, creates cartels with 
fixed prices and distributed markets. On the contrary, even its social policies 
were favorable for the monopolists; they could more easily bear the costs of 
social legislation (410). And many socialists regarded concentration of 


economic control in the hands of a few simply as forerunner of nationalization 
(socialization) . 


But why does Monopoly Capitalism need National Socialism? “An 
industrial society that has passed through a democratic phase cannot exclude 
the masses from consideration” (34). Expansionism therefore took the form 
of a totalitarian dictatorship that on the one hand knows how to manipulate 
the masses, on the other hand abolishes all liberties and checks preventing 
policies most favorable to the monopolists. Differing from the type of capital- 
ism based upon real free competition Monopoly Capitalism always, according 
to Neumann, is not interested in a rule of law—individual measures favor 
much more the power and the expansion of monopoly holders. The state is 
used as their weapon. and instrument. 


This criticism of Monopoly Capitalism is accompanied by the hope that 
if the power of the monopolists is broken a real democratic direction and 


+ It is very interesting to note that Neumann, just as H. Gerth in his article on the 
Nazi Party (American Journal of Sociology, 1940, p. 517 f.), is very much influenced 
by Max Weber's classification of different type of domination (cf. T. Parsons’ article 
on Max Weber in The Review of Politics, Jan. and April, 1942). He characterizes the 
structure of the Nazi Party as a mixture of charismatic and bureaucratic elements. 
Neumann's use of the distinction between a substantial rationality and a purely func- 
tional, technical one indicates too the influence of this great German sociologist, and it 
is a merit of his book to direct the attention of its readers to Max Weber's analysis of 
bureaucracy. (The importance of this too little known analysis was stressed before by 
Dorn, Competition for Empire.) 
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control of economic life will be realized. Universal bureaucratization and 
expansionism will disappear. How this program can be realized is not dis- 
cussed—though hope is expressed in “a conscious political action of the 
oppressed masses” after a military defeat. 


Doubtless the discussion of Monopoly Capitalism as subduing the state to 
private economic imterests contains some truth; the Encyclical (¥uadragesimo 
Anno states in a particularly brilliant passage that modern social trends were 
characterized by the “concentration of power” which “has led to a fierce battle 
to acquire control of the state, so that its resources and authority may be 
abused in the economic struggles.” (Paulist Press, 1931, p. 33). But it seems 
that Dr. Neumann uses the term Monopoly Capitalism as a kind of passe- 
partout, a key opening all doors. Why did Monopoly Capitalism produce just 
in Germany the Nazi state? Of course, Dr. Neumann enumerates particular 
features of the history and composition of German Monopoly Capitalism. He 
mentions the late appearance of Germany as World Power, the combination 
with the army and bureaucracy, the traditions which dominated the leader- 
ship of the Social Democracy with its passive attitude towards civil service, 
army, monopolists. He also calls attention to the fact that commercial capital- 
ism and banking are of no primary importance in the German Monopoly 
Capitalism and its Expansionism. But all these discussions do not prove that 
the Nazi Empire can be explained as a creation and instrument of monopoly 
capitalism. Dr. Neumann does not discuss why many industrial leaders and 
institutions did not favor the Nazi Regime even if they were not too friendly 
toward the Weimar Republic and enjoy today many gains from the Nazi 
Expansionism. He occasionally mentions himself the possibility—though it is 
no probability—of an expropriation of all industrial private property by the 
Nazis. His analysis of the Nazi Party discards any belief that its leadership 
is particularly interested in maintaining the power of those leaders and specu- 
lators who have doubtless obtained huge profits especially from the occupation 
of Europe by German armies. 


I think Dr. Neumann tries too much to fit concrete events and theoretical 
trends into abstract patterns. It would have been more simple and more satis- 
factory to put a stronger emphasis upon German traditions than upon eco- 
nomic systems; e.g. Dr. Neumann himself calls, and often in a friendly way, 
attention to the importance of Catholic groups in German developments. 
How do they fit into his abstract scheme? Can one really deny as he tries to 
do, (using in this case a too legalistic approach which he customarily avoids), 
the dominant position of the Nazi Party as Hitler’s instrument in the State 
administration? And this Nazi Party is surely not moved by any respect for 
traditional powers, even those of monopolists; if they are not destroyed or at 
once taken over, only considerations of expediency and of power techniques 
are responsible. Hitler realized that if he would try to destroy at once 
administrative, industrial and military leadership an expansion policy would 
be impossible. 


But behind the unfortunate monopoly capitalism theory of Dr. Neumann 
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there is hidden a correct insight of universal importance. The Nazi State is 
a system of rule in the interest of the rulers. It is a typical realization of 
tyranny as defined by Plato and Aristotle, a negation of the state for which 
according to St. Thomas the orientation toward the common good is essential. 
Dr. Neumann narrows this essential criticism by an economic application— 
though he emphasizes that right economics are necessaty as a means to main- 
tain the dignity of man, to realize freedom, etc. But if one abstracts from 
his belief in economic mechanisins, one can read his analysis of Nazi System 
of domination with much profit. It is a particular merit of his book that the 
Nazi System is described as a system completely atomising society, replacing 
ideas by emotional appeals, real authority by a pseudo charismatic leadership, 
basing security on continuous expansion, exploiting cynically and ruthlessly 
the absence of energy and will in others. Also those who, contrary to Neu- 
mann believe that economics does not explain German history, but that 
German history explains German economics, will read his work with much 
gain. It belongs to the works which have to be studied with other eyes than 
those of the author himself. 


2. Rohan D’O. Butler tries to uncover the Roots of National Socialism 
in the peculiar trends of German intellectual and political history. Differing 
from the sensational and carelessly formulated impressions of Viereck (Meta- 
politics, cf. the criticism in THE Review oF Pouttics, Vol. III, 1941, pp. 
501 f), D’O. Butler’s volume deserves recommendation. Extremely well 
written, it contains a great amount of useful information. The author avoids, 
for the most part, generalizations and simplifications. (Some pages of the final 
chapter sketching fundamentals of German character are an exception.) He 
brings forward the convincing proof that National Socialism was prepared 
and made possible by specific German traditions. That does, of course, not 
mean the identification of important figures like Herder, Fichte, Hegel, etc., 
with the primitive and unotiginal Nazi-ideology; and D’O. Butler emphasizes 
correctly, that it would be impossible to deduce National Socialism simply 
from intellectual trends, overlooking “the cardinal importance of other more 
immediate Factors” in its rise, e.g., “the personalities of Adolph Hitler, his 
followers and opponents, of prevailing economic conditions,” etc. 


As a peculiar feature of the German nationalistic tradition there appears 
a kind of metaphysical nationalism, which swallows up the individual and 
universal values in the mythical-racial community, and which is apparently 
opposed to the mechanistic state machinery, but in reality. covering it with 
an organic, pseudo-mystical and moral terminology and permitting its ruth- 
less domination. D’O. Butler analyses this strange mixture of Prussian efh- 
ciency and romantic dreams by characterizing leading figures of German 
intellectual history, from Herder to the Romantics and the Idealist Philos- 
ophers, from the Historical School (Ranke) to Treitschke and Lamprecht, 
from Nietzsche to Spengler and Moeller van den Bruck. Particularly meti- 
torious are the attempts to sketch the political and social background. Foreign 
influences are indicated, though not always as carefully described as in the 
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case of Gobineau. I am sure that many readers will enjoy the quotations 
especially from the less known authors (e.g., the Antisemite Duhring). 


Of course, one cannot expect that in a survey interested in general trends 
complete characteristics of the cited philosophers and poets are given. The 
few remarks on Kleist are surely not destined to picture his importance as a 
dramatist and novelist. The remark on the final period of Gorres (“His life 
petered out in religiosity”) is an error in historical judgment. Gorres Athan- 
asius, written in this period, was one of his most influential works; it is extreme- 
ly important for the understanding of the attitude taken by many Germans 
towards Prussia as well as for the relations between religion and politics in 
German modern history. A more important defect is the misleading inter- 
pretation of Ranke. Ranke was surely not responsible for the separation of 
German thought from the West—he emphasized his interest in concrete 
particular events in opposition to a Hegelian constructionism, and he stressed 
the common traditions of the Christian Occident, of the Romano-Germanic 
peoples. This error in the evaluation of Ranke is probably due to the fact that 
D’O. Butler is apparently not enough aware of a trend for the development 
of intellectual life in the Germany of the 19th century—he does not study 
the nihilism, resulting from the breakdown of Hegelian metaphysics. (Cf. 
the excellent article of C. Mayer on the Intellectual Origins of National 
Socialism, Social Research, May, 1942, pp. 243 and Karl Lowith, Von Hegel 
bis Nietzsche, Ztirich—New York, 1941; a work indispensable for all students 
of Germany.) After this breakdown all influential mythical and speculative 
systems are combined with or replaced by materialistic, biological and economic 
elements. 


In the final chapters one notes among others impressive summaries ot 
Neumann’s Central-Europe, of Spengler’s Czsarism and of Moeller van den 
Bruck’s dream of the Third Reich. The discussion of the period after 1918 
follows too closely Vermeil’s Doctrinaires de la Révolution allemande. It 
would have been better if D’O. Butler had analyzed Paul Lensch’s combina- 
tion of Socialism and Imperialism—opposing during the war individualistic 
England and socialistic Germany—and Plenge’s Organization Socialism. The 
importance of Carl Schmitt as the ideologue preparing and justifying National 
Socialism is not grasped; he is enumerated, not quite correctly, among the 
members of the Tatkreis, a group of highly gifted ambitious young men 
despairing of liberal society but too intelligent to join National Socialism 
before its visible victory. Finally, the general description of the German 
national character with its attitude towards objective reality and its tendency 
to justify by absolute claims subjective wishes and whims, would have been 
much improved by using Scheler’s famous article on the two German 
National Illnesses. 


But despite all its incompleteness and some not quite convincing interpreta- 
tions O’D. Butler’s book is an important work. It will help to destroy the 
belief that National Socialism is merely the result of some bad fortune and 
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political techniques. It is impossible to state that Hitler and his henchmen 
have simply raped the whole German people; the Nazi regime was made 
possible—of course, not necessarily in its present form—by the trends of 
German History, summarized in D’O. Butler’s book. There were other trends 
too, as D’O. Butler states, but they did not prevail; the form of German 
Nationalism, regarding the Holy Empire of the Middle Ages and Federalism 
as its ideals, was defeated by a more modern, mote efficient and economic 
Nationalism. I think that D’O. Butler’s description is, on the whole, despite 
some imperfections in detail and some lack of differentiation, the best short 
sutvey of modern German Nationalism available in English. 
—WALDEMAR GURIAN. 


JAPAN AND THE PACIFIC* 


It is trite but nonetheless desirable on occasion to remark that the national- 
ity of authors, their social and professional backgrounds, their objectives and 
competence in writing, and the periods in which they produce all have deter- 
mining effects upon their literary output. The student of history, politics and 
international relations reads widely, the while consciously and subconsciously 
noting the factors mentioned concerning authors and their works. Imperatively 
are the divergent elements of nationality, profession, objective and period of 
composition to be taken into account in considering the studies here under 
consideration. 

According to the dust-wrapper of Japan: A World Problem, H. J. Timper- 
ley is “an Australian who has spent twenty years in the Far East writing for 
the Associated Press, Christian Science Monitor, Manchester Guardian, Asia 
magazine, and other well known newspapers and periodicals. . . . Since 1939, 
as adviser to the National Government of China, appointed personally by 
Generalissimo Chiang Kai-shek, Mr. Timperley has had unusual opportunities 
to get an inside view of political forces in the Far East and he draws upon that 
unique experience in this book. He . . . is the author of Japanese Terror in 
China, a book documenting the outrages committed by the Japanese army after 
the occupation of Nanking and other Chinese cities.” 

Dr. Syngman Rhee, a Korean “whose country was the first to fall under 
the heel of Japanese imperialism, here turns the spotlight on Japan’s foreign 
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